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■ t ^ maiung date Qf thfs communication appears on the cover sheet w *h the correspondence address 

1' SHORTED STATUTORY PER.OD F0R"REPLY ,S SET TO EXPIRE MONTH(S) FROM 

mailing date of this communication. m|nimum of thlrty (30) days wi „ be considered timely, 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 



1 ) LJ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . . — 

2a)H This action is FINAL. 2b)* This action is non-final. 

3,11 Since this application ,s in condition for allowance except <«<^™*£^ 2 »" ** ^ " 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 U.<j. 

Disposition of Claims ^ jn the app|lcatl0n 

4)X Claim(s) 1-18 _ 



4a) Of the above, claim (s) 
5)Z Claim(s) . 



6) X Claim(s) h^_5^J±15^7 A _andJ8_ 

7) X Claim(s) 4. 10, and 16 . _ 

8) Claims . . 



is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

9) T The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
10)— The drawing(s) filed on is/area 



accepted or b) 1 objected to by the Examiner. 



11! 



Applicant may not request that any ob,ect,on to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Applicant may approved b) .. disapproved by the Examiner 

The proposed drawing correction filed on ^ 



If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

1 2) The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a) (d) or (f) 
a)l. All bl Some* c) None of: 

1 H Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
■ 2. — ' Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. 



Copies of the certified copies of the priority ^^-^ in th ' S Nati ° n3 ' ^ 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.Z(a1). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



U) Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 

a. The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 
15,n Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. is 120 and/or 121 

Attachment(s) . (pT0 . 413| Paper Nol „. 

1) V Notice of References Cited IPTO-892) 

^ Q , DTn qJH , 5) Notice of Informal Patent Application (PT0-1 52) 

2) : Notice of Draftsperson s Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) X Information Disclosure Statements (PTO-1449) Paper Nolsl. .. 5 - 61 - 0th< " : 
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Application/Control Number: 09/609578 Pa § e 2 

Art Unit: 2832 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the Un.ted States. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Peterson.. Peterson 
discloses the claimed invention at Fig. 8 with Hall sensor 134, 135 and magnets of opposite 
polarity 132, 133, with switch housing 94, and carriage 1 19h. 

3. Claims 1, 5, 7. 13, 17, and 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Nakamura. Nakamura discloses the invention at Fig. 2 with magnets 1 . 3 of opposite polarity in 
contact. Or for claim 7, magnets 2, 3 are of opposite polarity. 

4. Claims 7, 9. 13. and 1 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Padula 
et al. Padula discloses the claimed invention at Fig 1 . with two magnets 58. 60 having opposite 
polarity, return spring 50. and hall sensor 36. 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negat.ved by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 8 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Padula ct 
al. in view of Garneyer et al. Padula discloses the claimed invention except the boot seal. 
Garneyer et al. discloses boot seal 1 1 for keeping unwanted fluids out of the housing at col. 3, 
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lines 20-36.. In view of Garneyer, it would have been obvious to use a seal for that purpose in 
the device of Padula. 

7. Claims 1-3,5-9, 11-15 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Garneyer et al. in view of Peterson or Kuhrt (Kuhrt applies only for claims 7 
and 13 and dependent claims therefrom). Garneyer discloses the claimed invention at Fig. 2 
except the magnets of opposite polarity touching each other. Peterson at Fig. 8 discloses the 
magnets of opposite polarity touching for the purpose of sending different signals to different Hall 
switch devices. Kuhrt discloses magnets 1,2 opposing each other in order to maximize the field 
as seen by the Hall device. It would have been obvious to employ the scheme where multiple Hall 
devices and magnets are disclosed and suggested at col. 4, lines 1-12 of Garneyer. The multiple 
magnets meet claims 12 and 17. The spring is 4a, with Hall switches and magnets 8a. 7a. 
actuating members 3 and housing 1. The seal is 11. 12. 

8. Claims 4, 10 and 16 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Karl Easthom whose telephone number is (703)308-3306. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-Th. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor. Elvin Enad, can be reached on (703)308-7619. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703)308- 
7722. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0956. 



KARL D. EASTHOM 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



